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Response to Amendment 

1 . In the amendment filed 8/23/04, the following has occurred: claims 1,15, 27, 33, and 47 
have been amended. Now, claims 1-51 are presented for examination. 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 103 

2. The following is a quotation of 35 U.S.C. 103(a) which forms the basis for all 
obviousness rejections set forth in this Office action: 

(a) A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not identically disclosed or described as set forth in 
section 102 of this title, if the differences between the subject matter sought to be patented and the prior art 
are such that the subject matter as a whole would have been obvious at the time the invention was made to 
a person having ordinary skill in the art to which said subject matter pertains. Patentability shall not be 
negatived by the manner in which the invention was made. 

3. Claims 1-32 and 47-51 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over 
Copeland et al., U.S. Patent No. 5,946,694 in view of Underwood et al., U.S. Patent No. 
5,873,066 and further in view of Kelly et al., U.S. Patent No. 5,806,042. 

4. As per claim 1 , Copeland teaches a carrier medium comprising program instructions for 
amending one or more conditions of an insurance contract, wherein the program instructions 
are computer executable to implement a method of: identifying an inheritable class of objects to 
represent the one or more conditions of an insurance contract (see column 6, lines 6-12), 
wherein the insurance contract is represented by an insurance contract object (see column 6, 
lines 11-12), wherein the insurance contract object is a parent of a section object (see column 6, 
lines 33-36 and Figure 3, note that Examiner is relying on the "mixin object" for the recited 
"section object"); creating an instance of the inheritable class of objects to identify a condition 
object, wherein the condition object is a child of the section object (see Figure 3, note that 
Examiner is relying on the "data object" for the recited "condition object"); configuring properties 
and methods of the condition object consistent with the insurance contract to define an 
amended insurance contract (see column 7, lines 1-11). 
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5. While Copeland describes an example of applying the object oriented method to 
insurance policies, the reference does not explicitly teach applying the method of reinsurance 
contracts. Underwood teaches a computer implemented method for amending one or more 
conditions of a reinsurance contract (see column 6, lines 41-46). It would have been obvious to 
one of ordinary skill in the art of reinsurance at the time of the invention to expand the 
applications of Copeland to incorporate reinsurance capabilities. One of ordinary skill in the art 
would have been motivated to apply the method of Copeland to reinsurance for the purpose of 
enhancing customer preferences by incorporating a larger variety of insurance products. 

6. Additionally, neither Copeland nor Underwood explicitly teach that the reinsurance 
contract comprises the transfer by a first insurer of at least a portion of the risk associated with a 
primary insurance contract to a second insurer to provide protection to the first insurer against 
the risk associated with the primary insurance contract. However, Kelly teaches a computer 
implemented method for amending one or more conditions of a reinsurance contract wherein 
the reinsurance contract comprises the transfer by a first insurer of at least a portion of the risk 
associated with a primary insurance contract to a second insurer to provide protection to the first 
insurer against the risk associated with the primary insurance contract (see column 6, lines 25- 
42J. It :would _have„been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the ^ at the time of 
the invention to expand the applications of Copeland to incorporate reinsurance capabilities. 
One of ordinary skill in the art would have been motivated to apply the method of Copeland to 
reinsurance for the purpose of enhancing customer preferences by incorporating a larger variety 
of insurance products. 

7. As per claim 2, Copeland in view of Underwood and Kelly teach the method of claim 1 
as described above. Copeland further teaches the condition object is amended in context of the 
section object (see column 1 1 , lines 2-4). 
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8. As per claim 3, Copeland in view of Underwood and Kelly teach the method of claim 1 
as described above. Copeland further teaches the condition object is connected to other 
section objects, wherein the condition object inherits properties from the connected other 
section objects (see column 9, lines 44-59). 

9. As per claim 4, Copeland in view of Underwood and Kelly teach the method of claim 1 
as described above. Copeland further teaches the inheritable objects comprises a protection 
class (see column 6, lines 43-47). 

10. As per claim 5, Copeland in view of Underwood and Kelly teach the method of claim 1 
as described above. Copeland further teaches the class of inheritable objects comprises a 
section classification class (see column 5, lines 3-20). 

11. As per claim 6, Copeland in view of Underwood and Kelly teach the method of claim 1 
as described above. Copeland further teaches the condition object describes a premium limit 
condition (see column 6, lines 15-19). 

12. As per claim 7, Copeland in view of Underwood and Kelly teach the method of claim 1 
as described above. Copeland does not explicitly teach the condition object describes a share 
percentage condition. Underwood teaches that a condition of the reinsurance contract is a 
share percentage (see Figure 13). It would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art 
of reinsurance at the time of the invention to expand the applications of Copeland to incorporate 
reinsurance capabilities for the reasons given above with respect to claim 1 . 

13. As per claim 8, Copeland in view of Underwood and Kelly teach the method of claim 1 
as described above. Copeland further teaches the condition object describes a deduction 
condition (see column 6, lines 15-19). 

14. As per claim 9, Copeland in view of Underwood and Kelly teach the method of claim 1 
as described above. Copeland further teaches identifying a new condition of the inheritable 
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object class, wherein the one or more conditions excludes the new condition (see column 9, 
lines 60-67); identifying a new subclass of objects to the insurance contract class of objects (see 
column 7, lines 28-38); creating a new component object by instantiating the new subclass of 
objects, wherein the new component object is a child object to the insurance contract object 
(see column 7, lines 39-49). 

15. As per claim 10, Copeland in view of Underwood and Kelly teach the method of claim 4 
as described above. Copeland further teaches the protection class comprises a proportional 
protection assignment subclass or a non-proportional protection assignment subclass (see 
column 6, liens 43-47). 

16. As per claim 1 1 , Copeland in view of Underwood and Kelly teach the method of claim 5 
as described above. Copeland further teaches the section classification class comprises 
properties, wherein the properties describe a country, a main class of business and a class of 
business associated with the section classification class (see column 5, lines 44-51). 

17. As per claim 12, Copeland in view of Underwood and Kelly teach the method of claim 1 
as described above. Copeland further teaches storing the one amended insurance contract in 
memory (see column 9, lines 23-43). 

18. „„As per. claim-13 r Copeland in view of Undewodd and Kelly teach the method of claim 1 
as described above. Copeland further teaches the carrier medium comprises a memory 
medium (see column 9, lines 23-43). 

19. As per claim 14, Copeland in view of Underwood and Kelly teach the method of claim 1 
as described above. Copeland further teaches the carrier medium comprises a transmission 
medium (see column 9, lines 1 1-22). 

20. Claims 15-26 contain substantially similar limitations to claims 1-14 and, as such, are 
rejected for similar reasons as given above. 
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21 . As per claim 27, Copeland teaches a system for insurance transaction processing, 
comprising: an insurance contract framework (see column 4, lines 55-64); a multi-dimensional 
insurance contract framework (see column 4, lines 55-64); a condition component framework 
(see column 4, liens 55-64); an insurance contract object derived from the insurance contract 
framework (see column 6, lines 6-12); one or more insured period objects derived from the 
multi-dimensional insurance contract framework, wherein each insured period object is a child of 
the insurance contract object (see column 6, lines 12-19); one or more life cycle phase objects 
derived from the multi-dimensional insurance contract framework, wherein each life cycle phase 
object is a child of one of the insured period objects (see column 8, lines 5-12); one or more 
amendment objects derived from the multi-dimensional reinsurance contract framework, 
wherein each amendment object is a child of one of the life cycle phase objects (see column 7, 
lines 3-6); one or more section objects derived from the multi-dimensional insurance contract 
framework, wherein at least one section object is a child of one of the life cycle phase objects 
(see column 6, lines 33-42); one or more condition objects derived from the condition 
component framework, wherein at least one condition object is a child of one of the section 
objects (see column 6, lines 12-19); and wherein the one or more condition objects are 
configurable for the insurance transaction processing (see column 6, lines 12-19). 
21 . While Copeland describes an example of applying the object oriented method to 
insurance policies, the reference does not explicitly teach applying the method of reinsurance 
contracts. Underwood teaches a computer implemented method for amending one or more 
conditions of a reinsurance contract (see column 6, lines 41-46). It would have been obvious to 
one of ordinary skill in the art of reinsurance at the time of the invention to expand the 
applications of Copeland to incorporate reinsurance capabilities. One of ordinary skill in the art 
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would have been motivated to apply the method of Copeland to reinsurance for the purpose of 
enhancing customer preferences by incorporating a larger variety of insurance products. 

22. Additionally, neither Copeland nor Underwood explicitly teach that the reinsurance 
contract comprises the transfer by a first insurer of at least a portion of the risk associated with a 
primary insurance contract to a second insurer to provide protection to the first insurer against 
the risk associated with the primary insurance contract. However, Kelly teaches a computer 
implemented method for amending one or more conditions of a reinsurance contract wherein 
the reinsurance contract comprises the transfer by a first insurer of at least a portion of the risk 
associated with a primary insurance contract to a second insurer to provide protection to the first 
insurer against the risk associated with the primary insurance contract (see column 6, lines 25- 
42). It would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art of reinsurance at the time of 
the invention to expand the applications of Copeland to incorporate reinsurance capabilities. 
One of ordinary skill in the art would have been motivated to apply the method of Copeland to 
reinsurance for the purpose of enhancing customer preferences by incorporating a larger variety 
of insurance products. 

23. As per claim 28, Copeland in view of Underwood and Kelly teach the system of claim 27 
as described abover Copeland further teacheVa compufer system to execute the reinsurance 

contract framework, the multi-dimensional reinsurance contract framework and the condition 
component framework (see column 8, lines 22-38). 

24. As per claim 29, Copeland in view of Underwood and Kelly teach the system of claim 28 
as described above. Copeland further teaches the computer system comprises a display device 
coupled to the computer system to display data (see column 8, lines 22-38). 
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25. As per claim 30, Copeland in view of Underwood and Kelly teach the system of claim 29 
as described above. Copeland further teaches the display device is a display screen (see 
column 8, lines 22-38). 

26. As per claim 31, Copeland in view of Underwood and Kelly teach the system of claim 28 
as described above, wherein the computer system comprises a user input device coupled to the 
computer system to enter data (see column 8, lines 22-38). 

27. As per claim 32, Copeland in view of Underwood and Kelly teach the system of claim 31 
as described above, wherein the user input device is a mouse or a keyboard (see column 8, 
lines 22-38). 

28. Claim 47 contains substantially similar system limitations to method claim 1 and, as 
such, is rejected for similar reasons as given above. 

29. As per claim 48, Copeland in view of Underwood and Kelly teach the system of claim 47 
as described above. Copeland further teaches the computer system comprises a display device 
coupled to the computer system to display data (see column 9, lines 11-13). 

30. As per claim 49, Copeland in view of Underwood and Kelly teach the system of claim 48 
as described above. Copeland further teaches the display device is a display screen (see 
column 8, lines 22-38). 

31 . As per claim 50, Copeland in view of Underwood and Kelly teach the system of claim 47 
as described above. Copeland further teaches the computer system comprises a user input 
device coupled to the computer system to enter data (see column 8, lines 22-38). 

32. As per claim 51 , Copeland in view of Underwood and Kelly teach the system of claim 50 
as described above. Copeland further teaches the user input device is a mouse or a keyboard 
(see column 8, liens 22-38). 
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31 . Claims 33-46 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over 
Underwood et al. v U.S. Patent No. 5,873,066 in view of Copeland et al. f U.S. Patent No. 
5,946,694 and further in view of Kelly et al., U.S. Patent No. 5,806,042. 

32. As per claim 33, Underwood teaches a carrier medium comprising program instructions 
for a graphical user interface, wherein the program instructions are computer-executable to 
implement a method of displaying a first window comprising one or more window panels and a 
navigational tool, wherein the navigation tool comprises one or more tool panels, wherein each 
of the one or more tool panels or each of the one or more window panels comprises one or 
more interface items for receiving user inputs, wherein the one or more window panels and the 
one or more tool panels display data associated with one or more properties and one or more 
methods of a reinsurance contract (see column 6, lines 25-37); receiving a selection for a first 
interface item (see column 6, lines 25-37); displaying a second window in response to receiving 
the selection for the first interface item, wherein the second window comprises one or more 
second window panels and the navigational tool, wherein the second window panels and the 
one or more tool panels display data consistent with receiving the selection for the first interface 
item (see column 6, lines 38-46); receiving a selection for a second interface item to return to 

the first-window (see Figure 13, hoteT in particular, the "Document" tab to return to the previous 

window); and wherein a hierarchy of windows comprises the first and second window and 
wherein the hierarchy of windows provides the graphical user interface to process a reinsurance 
business transaction (see Figures 12 and 13). 

33. Underwood does not explicitly teach utilizing an object oriented system to process the 
reinsurance transactions. However, Copeland teaches an object oriented software system to 
process insurance business transactions (see column 6, lines 6-19). It would have been 
obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time of the invention to utilize the object oriented 
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system of Copeland in conjunction with the graphical interface system of Underwood. One of 
ordinary skill in the art would have been motivated to incorporate the functionality of Copeland 
for the purpose of providing a more efficient model for processing reinsurance transactions 
without requiring extensive reworking of the business logic already used in Underwood (see 
column 2, lines 42-50 of Copeland). 

34. Additionally, neither Underwood nor Copeland explicitly teach that the reinsurance 
contract comprises the transfer by a first insurer of at least a portion of the risk associated with a 
primary insurance contract to a second insurer to provide protection to the first insurer against 
the risk associated with the primary insurance contract. However, Kelly teaches a computer 
implemented method for amending one or more conditions of a reinsurance contract wherein 
the reinsurance contract comprises the transfer by a first insurer of at least a portion of the risk 
associated with a primary insurance contract to a second insurer to provide protection to the first 
insurer against the risk associated with the primary insurance contract (see column 6, lines 25- 
42). It would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art of reinsurance at the time of 
the invention to expand the applications of Copeland and Underwood to incorporate reinsurance 
capabilities. One of ordinary skill in the art would have been motivated to apply the method of 
Copeland to reinsurance for the purpose of enhancing customer preferences by incorporating a 
larger variety of insurance products. 

35. As per claim 34, Underwood in view of Copeland and Kelly teach the method of claim 33 
as described above. Underwood further teaches the first interface item is an icon (see Figure 
12). 

36. As per claim 35, Underwood in view of Copeland and Kelly teach the method of claim 33 
as described above. Underwood further teaches the first interface item is a button (see Figure 
12). 
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37. As per claim 36, Underwood in view of Copeland and Kelly teach the method of claim 
33 as described above. Underwood further teaches the reinsurance contract object system is 
configurable to process the reinsurance business transaction (see column 6, lines 38-46). 
Underwood does not explicitly teach utilizing an object oriented system to process the 
reinsurance transactions. However, Copeland teaches an object oriented software system to 
process insurance business transactions (see column 6, lines 6-19). It would have been 
obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time of the invention to utilize the object oriented 
system of Copeland in conjunction with the graphical interface system of Underwood for the 
reasons given above with respect to claim 33. 

38. As per claim 37 Underwood in view of Copeland and Kelly teach the method of claim 33 
as described above. Underwood further teaches the reinsurance business transaction is a 
reinsurance contract transaction (see column 6, lines 38-46). 

39. As per claim 38, Underwood in view of Copeland and Kelly teach the method of claim 
33 as described above. Underwood further teaches the reinsurance contract comprises one or 
more insured periods, wherein each insured period identifies a particular time period during 
which a particular reinsurance contract remains in effect (see Figure 7). Underwood does not 

. explicitly teach utilizing an object oriented system to process the reinsurance transactions. 
However, Copeland teaches an object oriented software system to process insurance business 
transactions including one or more insured period objects, wherein each insured period object 
identifies a particular time period during which a particular insurance contract remains in effect 
(see column 6, lines 11-19). It would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the 
time of the invention to utilize the object oriented system of Copeland in conjunction with the 
graphical interface system of Underwood for the reasons given above with respect to claim 33. 
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40. As per claim 39, Underwood in view of Copeland and Kelly teach the method of claim 38 
as described above. Underwood does not explicitly teach that each insured period object 
comprises one or more life cycle phase objects, wherein each life cycle phase object identifies a 
particular phase in a life cycle of the particular reinsurance contract during the particular time 
period. Copeland teaches such a life cycle phase object feature (see column 8, lines 5-21). It 
would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time of the invention to utilize 
the object oriented system of Copeland in conjunction with the graphical interface system of 
Underwood for the reasons given above with respect to claim 33. 

41 . As per claim 40, Underwood in view of Copeland and Kelly teach the method of claim 
39 as described above. Underwood does not explicitly teach that each life cycle phase object 
comprises one or more section objects, wherein the one or more section objects are arranged in 
a hierarchy starting with a main section, wherein each section object comprises children section 
objects. Copeland teaches that each life cycle phase object comprises one or more section 
objects, wherein the one or more section objects are arranged in a hierarchy starting with a 
main section, wherein each section object comprises children section objects (see column 6, 
lines 33-42). It would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time of the 
invention to utilize the object oriented system of Copeland in conjunction with the graphical 
interface system of Underwood for the reasons given above with respect to claim 33. 

42. As per claim 41 , Underwood in view of Copeland and Kelly teach the method of claim 39 
as described above. Underwood does not explicitly teach that each life cycle phase object 
comprises one or more amendment objects, wherein the one or more amendment objects are 
operable to amend one or more condition objects, wherein the one or more amendment objects 
are shared amongst the one or more life cycle phase objects within the particular time period. 
Copeland teaches each life cycle phase object comprises one or more amendment objects, 



Application/Control Number: 09/676,018 Page 13 

Art Unit: 3626 

wherein the one or more amendment objects are operable to amend one or more condition 
objects, wherein the one or more amendment objects are shared amongst the one or more life 
cycle phase objects within the particular time period (see column 3, lines 4-8). It would have 
been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time of the invention to utilize the object 
oriented system of Copeland in conjunction with the graphical interface system of Underwood 
for the reasons given above with respect to claim 33. 

43. As per claim 42, Underwood in view of Copeland and Kelly teach the method of claim 40 
as described above. Underwood does not explicitly teach that each of the one or more section 
objects comprises one or more inheritable objects, wherein each inheritable object is owned by 
a section object, wherein each inheritable object is operable to inherit or share a method or a 
property from another section object (see column 6, lines 43-60). It would have been obvious to 
one of ordinary skill in the art at the time of the invention to utilize the object oriented system of 
Copeland in conjunction with the graphical interface system of Underwood for the reasons given 
above with respect to claim 33. 

44. As per claim 43, Underwood in view of Copeland and Kelly teach the method of claim 33 
as described above. Underwood further teaches the one or more window panels and the 
navigational tool are tiled together (see Figures 12 and 13). 

45. As per claim 44, Underwood in view of Copeland and Kelly teach the method of claim 33 
as described above. Underwood further teaches the one or more window panels and the 
navigational tool are non-overlapping (see Figures 12 and 13). 

46. As per claim 45, Underwood in view of Copeland and Kelly teach the method of claim 33 
as described above. Underwood further teaches the one or more window panels are user 
configurable for their size and their shape (see Figures 12 and 13). 
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47. As per claim 46, Underwood in view of Copeland and Kelly teach the method of claim 33 
as described above. Underwood further teaches executing a program to select the second 
window for display by using the received selection for the first interface item as an input (see 
column 6, lines 38-46); and accessing a database to retrieve the data associated with the 
second window (see column 6, lines 47-67). 

Response to Arguments 

48. In the remarks filed 8/23/04, Applicants' argue in substance that Underwood fails to 
teach a method, system or carrier medium capable of amending reinsurance contracts. In 
response to Applicants 1 argument, it is respectfully submitted that Underwood explicitly 
describes how the system both requires and assists a user in entering information relating to the 
reinsurance of a policy which has been bound (see column 6, lines 41-46). Additionally, the 
Examiner has now relied upon the teachings of Kelly in response to the further defining within 
the claims of the reinsurance contract. Therefore, inasmuch as this argument applies to the 
claims as amended, the Examiner respectfully submits that it is moot in view of the new grounds 
of rejection. 

Conclusion 

49. Applicant's amendment necessitated the new ground(s) of rejection presented in this 
Office action. Accordingly, THIS ACTION IS MADE FINAL. See MPEP § 706.07(a). Applicant 
is reminded of the extension of time policy as set forth in 37 CFR 1 .136(a). 

50. A shortened statutory period for reply to this final action is set to expire THREE 
MONTHS from the mailing date of this action. In the event a first reply is filed within TWO 
MONTHS of the mailing date of this final action and the advisory action is not mailed until after 
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the end of the THREE-MONTH shortened statutory period, then the shortened statutory period 
will expire on the date the advisory action is mailed, and any extension fee pursuant to 37 
CFR 1 .136(a) will be calculated from the mailing date of the advisory action. In no event, 
however, will the statutory period for reply expire later than SIX MONTHS from the date of this 
final action. 

51 . Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the examiner 
should be directed to Luke Gilligan whose telephone number is (703) 308-6104. The examiner 
can normally be reached on Monday-Friday 8am-5:30pm. 

52. If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's 
supervisor, Joseph Thomas can be reached on (703) 305-9588. The fax phone number for the 
organization where this application or proceeding is assigned is 703-872-9306. 

53. Information regarding the status of an application may be obtained from the Patent 
Application Information Retrieval (PAIR) system. Status information for published applications 
may be obtained from either Private PAIR or Public PAIR. Status information for unpublished 
applications is available through Private PAIR only. For more information about the PAIR 
system, see http://pair-direct.uspto.gov. Should you have questions on access to the Private 

„_PAIR system, contact the Electronic Business Center (EBC) at 866-21 7-91 97 (toll-free). 
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